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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dino (US 6,795,41 1 B1 , cited by examiner) in view of Blakeney (5,638,412, cited by 
examiner). 

As to claim 1, Dino discloses for use in an IS-2000-compatible wireless network 
(see column 3 lines 30-43), a mobile station capable of receiving data from a first base 
station of said wireless network simultaneously in a first code division multiple access 
(CDMA) channel 1 12 and a second CDMA channel 1 14 (see column 3 lines 54-60). 
The mobile station is capable of simultaneously operating in a Forward Packet Data 
channel F-PDCH (see Chin at column 3 lines 54-60) and a Forward Supplemental 
channel F-SCH (see Ch2n at column 3 lines 54-60). Dino fails to disclose that said 
mobile station is capable of transmitting a capability message to said first base station 
as recited in the claim. Blakeney discloses that a mobile station is capable of 
transmitting a capability message to a base station (see column 7 line 55 to column 30). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the above teaching of Blakeney to Dino, in order to ensure that the 
base station is always compatible with the mobile station (as suggested by Blakeney). 
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As to claims 2, 10, 16, the combination of Dino and Blakeney does disclose an 
Origination message with a flag as claimed (see Blakeney, column 7 lines 55-61; 
column 8 lines 36-41). The above combination, however, fails to disclose the flag is a 
one-bit flag as claimed. The examiner takes Official Notice that using a one-bit flag for 
an indication purpose is known in the art of telecommunications systems. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the above combination such that the capability message comprises a one-bit 
flag, in order to have a simple and effective way of indicating the capability of the mobile 
station. 

As to claims 3-4, 11-12, 17-18, they are rejected for similar reasons as set forth 
in claim 2. In addition, the combination of Dino and Blakeney does disclose a Page 
Response message as claimed (see Blakeney, column 8 lines 12-19, line 67). 

As to claims 5-6, 13-14, 19-20, they are rejected for similar reasons as set forth 
in claim 2. In addition, the combination of Dino and Blakeney does disclose a Status 
Response message or a Channel Configuration Capability Information message as 
claimed (see Blakeney, column 6 lines 58-67; column 8 lines 12-22). 

As to claims 7-8, the combination of Dino and Blakeney disclose the claimed 
limitations (see the allocation message in Blakeney, column 9 lines 25-40). 

As to claims 9, 15, 21 , they are rejected for similar reasons as set forth in claim 1 
above. In addition, Blakeney further disclose the allocation message (see column 9 
lines 25-40). 

Conclusion 
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3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Cherian (US 2004/0259578 A1); Corriveau (6,101,392) disclose mobile station 
transmitting capability message to a base station. 

Willenegger (US 6,996,069 B2) discloses a base station transmitting data 
simultaneously on different channels (see column 4 lines 9-18). 

Rajkotia (US 2005/0090276 A1); Rajkotia (US 2005/0053023 A1) disclose CDMA 
2000 system. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nguyen T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7901 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on (571)272-7899. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Nguyen Vo 
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